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DETAILED ACTION 

The indicated allowability of claim6-10 is withdrawn in view of the previous cited 
reference as shown below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claims 1 and 6, the citation "non-routine tasks that may exist", "routine 
tasks that may exist" are unclear to what if the tasks do not exist. Clarification is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Discenzo (US 6434512B1) and in view of Hartel et al. (US 5454074A). 

With regards to claims 1 and 6, Discenzo disclose a system/method of 
performing a maintenance check of a vehicle such as an aircraft. Said system/method 
is provided for collecting and processing data relating to a plurality of subsystems of a 
dynamic system of a vehicle such as aircraft (Discenzo, abstract; column 25, lines 29- 
34), including: 

"Obtaining and logging warrant-based reliability data from maintenance records 
generated during the performance of any routine or non-routine tasks that may exist, 
and which pertain to rotable parts of the aircraft; obtaining and logging maintenance 
program-based reliability data from maintenance records generated during the 
performance of any non-routine tasks that may exist; obtaining and logging 
maintenance program-based reliability data from maintenance records generated during 
the performance of any identified routine tasks that may exist; and analyzing and 
reporting the warranty based reliability data and the maintenance program-based 
reliability data" (Discenzo, abstract; column 3, lines 14-29; column 9, lines 45-49). 

Discenzo does not disclose the act of "identifying for each non-routine task, a 
routine task whose performance resulted in the generation of the non-routine task". 

The reference to Hartel et al. (US 5454074A) directs to a check list procedure 
performed during aircraft maintenance, comprising: a menu screen (Hartel et al, figure 
4) showing a normal checklists and non-normal checklists. A normal task whose 
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performance result is generated as the result of the non-normal task (Hartel et al., 
column 15, lines 61-67; column 16, lines 1-4). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Discenzo to include the teachings as taught 
by Hartel et al. so that a flight crew member or a mechanic can examine a maintenance 
report regarding which elements or parts that are needed to be repaired, and therefore 
to gain advantage therefore successfully solving the a potential mechanic problem prior 
a flight. 

As to claims 2 and 7, Discenzo teaches that the display (92) functions to display 
data or other information relating to the operation of the motor (30) (Discenzo, figure 
4a). Thus, the data regarding the rotable parts such as rotating machines (motors, 
pumps, generators, etc) can be reported via the display device as said above. 

As to claims 3 and 8, Discenzo teaches that the data are stored and display and 
that the data available for use during a maintenance process (Discenzo, column 1 1 , 
lines 13-23; lines 56-59). Thus, the data as taught in Discenzo is inherently available 
for use in generating reports on modifications to a maintenance review board document. 

As to claims 4, 5, 9, and 10, Discenzo teaches the method for recording and 
analyzing data for the aircraft, and that the method is operated over a communication 
medium (Discenzo, figure 4a, input device 94, display 92, memory 202, neural network 
224, etc) operable connected to a plurality of input/output devices each having means 
for inputting and outputting information. 

Response to Arguments 
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Applicant's arguments filed 02/13/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

After reconsidering the application with special attention, the examiner has 
realized the cited references to Discenzo and Hartel teaches the method as now recited 
in claim 1 . Discenzo and Hartel clearly shows the diagnostic system for recording and 
analyzing reliable data for the aircraft. The data collection and analysis system 
provided in Discenzo directs to a computer system, in which the reliable data of the 
rotable machines such as motors, pumps, generators, etc can be obtained from the 
sensor device (see Discenzo, figure 4A). The computer system includes memory 
storage device for storing such data. It is important to note that such data is analyzed 
and processed by the processor (200). The processor generates a control signal in 
response to one of a group consisting of the subsystem health signal (Discenzo, 
abstract). In Hartel, an electronic checklist system is disclosed including a computer 
system for identifying either non-routine task, a routine task whose performance 
resulted in the generation of the non-routine task. As clearly shown in figure 5 of Hartel, 
a normal checklists and non-normal checklist are displayed, in which each task exists 
either in the normal checklists and non-normal checklist. 

Claims 1-10 is now rejected. 

Conclusions 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan C To whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-6985. 
The examiner can normally be reached on from 8:00AM to 5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Keith can be reached on 571-272-6878. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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